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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Honorable Sam Coppersmith
House of Representatives
1607'Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Coppersmith:

1 0 MAY 1993
IN REPLY REFER TO:

REG\i,1~~g

MAY' 3 \993
~10SCQMISS\ON

ft\)£AA.(ff\CtOf'ffi£ SECRETAR'i

This is in reply to your letter of April 2 , 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents reg rding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PRDocket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes t~he Co~ ission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
r' on radio control (RiC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning

our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the Notice.

. .
We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land mobile
radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your constituents'
concerns into account when we develop final rules in this proceeding'. As
indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory
change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quali ty of
communications in the pr i vate land mobil e radio services will continue to
deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituents'
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final rules
to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

Is (
Joseph A. Levin
Chief, Policy & Planning Branch
Private Radio Bureau
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SAM COPPERSMITH
1ST DISTRICT. ARIZONA

1607 LoNOWORTH BUILDINO

WASHINOTON. DC W~ IS
TEL: (W2) lli·263S
FAX: (202) lli-2607

404 SOUTH MILL AVENUE

SUITE C-WI
TEMPE. ARIZONA 8S281

TEL: (602) 921·~.soo

FAX: (602) 921-~438

April 22, 1993

•CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

--------------

PUBLIC WORKS AND

~~~RANSPORTATIONCOMMITTEE

SCIENCE, SPACE AND
TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE

Ms. Lauren J. Belvin
Acting Director, Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission

'1919 M Street NW, Room 808
Washington, DC 20054

Dear Ms. Belvin:

Many constituents from Arizona's Congressional District 1 have
written expressing their concerns about the proposed Federal
Communications Commission NRPM-PR #92-235 and its possible affect on
radio-controlled models. I am enclosing copies of some of their
correspondence.

I appreciate the need to restructure the 72-76 MHz Band to allow for
expanded communications operations using the new technologies that have
recently become available. I also understand that without changes, many
manufacturers and potential users of the communications band will be
curtailed, causing loss of jobs and restricting growth.

I am sure that representatives of the radio-control community would
be happy to share their views with you directly. Thank you for your prompt
reply.

Sincerely,

~~{p
Member of Congress

SC:gjh
Enclosures
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Ifilnorable Samuel Coppersmith
3138 North 53rd Place
Phoenix, Arizona 85018

Interesting note:
Despite being a lifelong
Republican, I voted for both
you and Clinton! Best of
luck.

Dear Sam,

Living a few hundred f~t from you, I just thought I would send this to your residence; hope
you don't mind. .,' ..

Normally I use the voting booth to express my concerns and views regarding government,
but we don't get to vote on the FCC. There is a relatively short-fused deadline to register
comments and protests to the FCC regarding docket 92-235, and somehow I feel it to your
benefit to be aware of what types of government action cause significant citizen/voter
discontent.

The essence of my concern is stated in the attached letter to the FCC. The FCC is proposing
to encroach on radio frequencies that we hobbyists use. Logically, this is either:

1) a no-brainer on the part of the FCC, or
2) an effort to oust us from this frequency band

Whether it falls into category lor 2, what a hassle! Consider the energy expended by us in
the hobby to deal this, and the consequent ill will towards the government. Now there are
tens(or hundreds) of thousands of us hobbyists who view this action as a Federal
government juggernaut rolling right over us. If this action falls into category #2, shame on
the FCC! If that is what is going on, it reeks of an action based on the concerted
orchestrations of probably well-funded special interest groups who want those frequencies,
and believe a loosely organized bunch of hobbyists will be easy to shove aside.

In 1986 the FCC reallocated the frequencies that we could use for our hobby. Based on that,
most of us purchased radios in the allocated frequencies; and now they basically want to
take them away. And the deadline for us to protest is a month away. This whole thing,
combined with the short-fused deadline, truly leaves me feeling less than generous toward
the FCC. How to turn off a big chunk of the public!

Ifyou want to get a firsthand idea of what I am talking about regarding this hobby, wander
down to the southeast corner of Earll & 53rd St and knock on my door when you are in town
and I will show you an awesome collection of airplanes.

For what it is worth, I also commute back to the East coast to represent US WEST at Bell
Communications Research, ANSI telecommunications standards activities, and
Department of Commerce(National Institute of Standards &

~
~~hnolo _telecommunications forums in Gaithersburg, Md.

t A/z/d',\,f(
ichard Kevm '. -

3043 North 53rd Street
Phoenix, AZ 85018



RC HELI-HUT

RADIO CONTROL HELICOPTERS AND ACCESSORIES
3513 W. THUNDERBIRD ROAD
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85023
PHONE (602) 547-9250
FAX (602) 547-9251

January 25, 1993

Rep. Sam Coppersmith
1607 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. coppersmith:

I am a hobby retailer who sells many radios, radio
controlled models and related products in my store. In addition,
I sell plastic model kits and other related hobby products.

xt has recently come to my attention that the Pederal
Coamunications co-.ission (PCC) is considerinq aD_action that has
the potential to destroy ay business and that of thousands of other
retailers nationwide like .e. The processinq is PR Docket 92-235.
Xf adopted the new rule viII qreatly reduce tha usability of
frequencies currently assiqned for RIc model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land :nobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NRPM) in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Park 88. Part 90
allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used
by RiC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RiC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our-RIC models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
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Rep. Sam Coppersmith
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FCC, the rema1n1ng frequencies will become congeste4 and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased. ,!..

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
billion dollar industry that must be saved from the detrimental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enj oyment to hundreds of
thousands of people and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please belp .e continue .y business witbout interference
by not allovinq tbe PCC to carry out its proposal DR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 KHz band. We need your help urqently because t~e PeC
bas a deadline of Pebruary 26, 1993 after wbicb it may ,become aore
difficult to avoid tbis economic mistake.

Sincerely,
:~ ;

RIC Heli-Hut

i uA A! Y\JM--
Kirk G. Welch

KGW:rmw


